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Letters  of  the  King  uf  Prufw^ 


AN    APPEAL 


ADDRESSED   TO    THE 


CALM     REFLECTION 


OF   THK 


AUTHORS  OF  THE  CRITICAL  REVIEW, 


RETROSPECT  OF  A  PRECEDING  PUBLICATION. 


Y  **  Hints  defigned  to  promote  Beneficence, 
Temperance,  and  Medical  Science,"  were  pub- 
lifhed  in  1802,  with  a  view  of  more  generally 
difFuiing  fentiments  of  philanthropy,  and  pro«- 
moting  ai5ls  of  benevolence,  by  defcribing  fome 
of  thofe  Inftitutions  with  which  I  am  more  im- 
mediately connected,  and  with  the  utility  of 
which  T  am  moft  intimately  acquainted  *. 

In  your  Review  'f  you  not  only  cenfured  this 
performance  in  general,  but  alfo  in  a  particular 
manner  the  defign  of  the  charitable  inftitutions 
recommended  in  it,  as  well  as  the  promoters  of 

*  Preface,  pp.  iii.  vii. 
t  Vol.  XXXVI.  p.  91. 

B  them. 


them.  Imprefled  with  a  convicStion  of  the  nu- 
merous fuiferings  of  the  poor,  and  that  thefe  infti- 
tutions  were  well  adapted  to  relieve  them,  I  of- 
fered fuch  arguments  in  their  favovir,  as  appeared 
to  me  fnfEcient  to  eflablifh  their  utility,  and  to 
rebut  your  opinions,  in  a  Pamphlet  entitled, 
*^  An  Apology  for  differing  in  opinion  from  the 
Authors  of  the  Monthly  and  Critical  Reviews, 
1803." 

In  your  comment  upon  this  lafb  performance, 
you  have  not  offered  a  fingle  v^^ord  in  fupport  of 
your  fentimenls  on  fubjedts  fo  interefting  to  the 
community,  and  very  efTentially  fo  to  the  great 
body  of  the  poor,  the  very  fubje(5Vs  on  which  you 
challenged  difcuflion.  You  have  indeed  adduced 
a  fanciful  allufion  to  "  an  alligator  ftufFed,  to 
the  empty  fhow  of  bottles,  and  to  pick4ed  fer- 
pents,"  which  appears  to  me  as  little  applicable 
to  the  wants  of  the  poor,  as  to  the  fuperfiuities 
of  the  rich,  or  to  the  arguments  in  the  Apology 
you  confefTedly  criticifed ;  although  you  add, 
«'  we  have  fuiiiciently  defended  ourfelves,'*  and 
finally  conclude  that  "  Dr.  Lettfom  Ihall  not 
draw  from  us  another  word  *." 

As  I  do  not  addrefs  you  v/ith  inve6lives  and 
infiiiuations,  I  have  feledled  your  own  expreffions 
in  an  cppofite  point  of  view,  for  the  information  of 

*  Critical  Revl&w,  vol.  XXXVII.  p.  324-. 


the  reader,  as  well  as  for  the  pnrpofe  of  refrefhing 
your  recolledlion  j.  as  you  fometimes  contradidt  in 
one  Review  what  you  had  afferted  in  a  previous 
one  ;  which  I  afcribe  to  the  want  of  memory,  ra- 
ther than  to  an  'intentional  perverlion  of  the 
truth. 


CRITICAL  REVIEW, 
Vol.  XXXVI.  p.  91. 


CRITICAL  REVIEW, 
Vol.  XXXVII.  p.  223. 


**  Disgust  isheio'htened 
into  horror,  when  Ave  re- 
flect on  the  fatal  conse- 
quences of  some  eager, 
but  mistaken  zealots  in  the 
cause  of  benevolence. 

We  know  the  delicate 
foundation  on  which  we 
stand,  and  the  advantages 
that  may  be  taken  of  the 
opinions  thus  offered.  JVe 
are  prepared  to  repel  thern^ 
and  to  oppose  chilling  facts 
against  mistaken  zeal.'^ 


*'  We  will  say  nothing 
of  the  alligator  stuffed,  or 
of  the  show  of  empty  bot- 
tles, or  pickled  serpents. 

We  have  sufficienfli/  de^ 
fended  ourselves  ;  nor  will 
any  invectives,  or  any  in- 
sinuations of  his  '  feeble 
voice'  (feeble indeed)  diaw 
from  us  another  word. 
We  mean  not  to  stoop  to 
any ;  but  will  tell  Dr. 
Lettsom  his  faults,  as  v:ell 
as  any  other  Author,  We 
have  still,  we  trust,  like 
the  porcupine,  quills  for 
every  assailant." 


However  I  might,   in  many  inftances,   be  dif- 

pofed  to  fubmit  to  your  judgment ;  whether  from 

an  undue  partiality  for  my  own  produdlions,   or  a 

B  a  doubt 


doubt  of  your  candour,  I  confefs  that  I  never 
could  acqaiefce  in  the  opinion  you  formed  of  the 
merits  of  my  *'  Hints."  At  the  fame  time  I 
fhould  have  fubmitted  to  your  fuperior  claim  to 
critical  difcrimination,  had  not  other  Critics, 
equally  diftinguiflied  for  Literature,  publicly  ex- 
prefled  fentiments  contrary  to  yours  ;  and  confe- 
quently,  if  theirs  are  right,  yours  are  wrong  :  nor 
can  I  doubt  that  thofe  who  are  able  to  appre- 
ciate your  literary  abilities,  will  be  at  any  lofs  to 
whom  they  Ihall  adjudge  the  preference. 


1.  MONTHLY  REVIEW,  Vol.  IV.  p.  142. 

THE  authors,  in  their  analylls  of  the  "Hints," 
which  occupy  nearly  four  pages,  introduce  it  with 
the  fpirit  of  candour  and  juft  patriotifm. 

*'  Thefe  volumes  contain  Sketches  of  different 
charitable  eUabliflitnents,  and  particularly  of 
thofe  to  which  the  preffure  of  the  times  has 
given  rife  in  the  courfe  of  the  laft  ten  years. 
They  include,  of  courfe,  much  ufeful  informa- 
tion, though  little  which  has  not  already  been 
laid  before  the  public  :  As  an  effay  towards  the 
hiftory  of  public  charities,  however,  this  may 
be  regarded  as  a  very  ufeful  coUedticn,  and  the 
Philanthropift  will  derive  much  gratification 
from  its  perufal.     The  humanity  of  this  country 

has 


has  kept  pace  .with  its  opulence  ;  and  we  may 
challenge  the  proud  diftin6lion  of  having  ex- 
tended our  help  to  more  clafles  of  afflidlion 
than  any  other  people  in  Europe." 


%.    BRITISH  CRITIC,  Vol.  XX.  p.  6qo. 

^*  UPON  Dr.  Lettfom's  claims,  as  a  man  of 
extenfiv^  and  active  benevolence,  there  is  no 
occafion  to  exp  itiate ;  and  there  is  hardly  a 
charitable  inftitution  in  this  country  which  is 
not  indebted  to  the  energy  of  his  z-^il,  and  ef- 
ficacy of  his  talents.  Of  thefe  ufeful  and  in- 
terefting  Hints,  the  greater  part  have  appeared 
in  print  before  ;  but  they  are  now  gi^en  in  a 
more  fyftematic  and  elegant  form,  and  are  alfo 
accompanied  by  thirty-nine  plates,  which  exhibit 
more  or  lefs  fatisfacSlory  likenefl'es  of  individuals, 
whofe  diligence  and  exertions  in  the  caufe  of  be- 
nevolence have  long  been  notorious  to  the  world. 
It  is  altogether  a  plealing  publication  ;  and  the 
additional  and  almoft  innumerable  teftimonies, 
confirming  the  great  and  wonderful  effecfts  of 
Vaccine  Inoculation,  which  are  here  adduced, 
muft  furely  remove  all  remaining  doubts  of  its 
fuccefs  from  the  moft  perfevering  and  obftinate 
^credulityo" 

B    ^  q.    GEN- 
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3.  GENTLEMAN'S  MAGAZINE,  Vol.LXXIL 
p.  44a. 

<«  WITH  an  a6live  mind,  ardent  in  the  purfuit 
of  whatever  may  tend  to  the  benefit  of  the  whole 
bumaq  race  j  and  with  an  heart  impregnated  by 
the  warmth  of  the  Torrid  Zone,  which  gave  him 
birth  ;  this  benevolent  difciple  of  ^fcuhpius 
thus  pours  forth  his  unvarnifhed,  unpremeditated 
exo'dium," 

After  the  infertion  of  the  Preface,  and  an  ana- 
lyfis  of  ihe  Contents,    the  Critic  adds, 

"  All  thefe  obje6ts,  it  will  readily  be  perceived, 
are  highly  deferving  of  attention ;  and  on  fome 
of  them  we  may  hereafter  enlarge.  Among  thofe 
more  eipecially  to  be  diftinguiHied  are.  Dr.  Lett- 
fom's  very  hand  fome  and  judicious  eulogy  on  Dr, 
Jenn-^r,  for  '  the  greateft  difcovery  in  antient  or 
modern  Hiftury  :' — his  Hints  refpeefting  the  fe- 
male character,  *  deduced  from  examples  in  real 
life,  w^here  he  has  taken  great  pains  to  reftore  the 
diamond  of  female  innocence  to  its  genuine  luftre 
and  value  ;' — md  his  golden  inftrucftions  '  to 
Mafters  and  MijftrelTes  refpedling  Female  Ser- 
vants/' 


4.  EU- 


4-   EUROPEAN  MAGAZINE,  Vol.  XLT. 
P-  337- 

*'  THESE  Volumes,  without  any  impropriety, 
might  be  entitled  Tbe  Triumphs  of  Humanity  ;  and 
the  publick  cannot  but  acknowledge  great  obli- 
gations to  the  worthy  Colle6lor  and  Author  for  the 
benefit  already  accrued,  as  far  as  thefe  Hints 
have  been  acSled  upon.  Of  the  various  plans  de- 
vifed  for  the  advantage  of  mankind,  which  form 
the  Work  before  us,  many  owe  their  origin  ta 
the  benevolent  Publifher,  and  all  of  them  have 
received  aid  from  him.  It  has  fallen  to  the  lot  of 
few  perfons  to  be  fo  exteniively  or  fo  fubftantially 
ufeful ;  and  few  perfons  have  more  liberally  em- 
ployed their  time  and  fortune  to  the  relief  of  the 
indigent,  the  elevation  of  the  defponding,  the 
comfort  of  the  diftreiTed,  the  celebration  of  ac- 
knowledged merit,  or  the  difcovery  of  that  which 
is  concealed. 

No  one  has  exhibited  more  candour  to  thofe 
who  are  engaged  in  the  fame  philanthropic  pur- 
fuits,  nor  lefs  of  the  fpirit  of  rivalfhip.  But 
from  the  Publilher  let  us  attend  to  his  Work, 
which  will  remain  a  monument  of  the  beneficence 
of  an  individual,  at  the  fame  time  that  it  confers 
honour  on  the  natron  at  large.  It  contains  plans 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  of  the  debtor,  and  of 
the  difeafed.  It  propofes  fchemcs  to  prevent  vice, 
B   4  to 
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to  encourage  virtue,  and  to  ward  off  the  incon- 
vei'icnces  of  poverty.  It  difplays  the  advantages 
of  new  experiments  in  medicine;  and  it  holds  up 
for  imitation  thofe  who,  like  the  Author,  have 
been  attentive  to  the  wants  of  fuch  as  require  aid, 
or  are  entitled  to  expert  relief.  We  have,  in 
fliort  1-ead  thefe  volumes  with  great  fatisfa6lion, 
and  without  fcruple  recommend  them  to  ouy 
readers'  notice." 


5.  MEDICAL  AND  CHIRURGICAL 

REVIEW,  No.  LI.  p.  255. 

'*  TFTESE  Volumes  confift  of  various  detached 
Memoirs  op  fubiec^s  very  interefting  to  humanity, 
and  which  place  the  benevolent  views  of  the  Au- 
thor in  a  very  amiable  light.  Several  of  them 
were  pMblifhed  many  years  ago,  and  received  the, 
fandlion  of  the  publick  at  that  time.  The  ge- 
neral purport  of  hem  is,  to  exhibit  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  various  eftablifhments  in  this 
co'tnt'^v  for  humane  and  charitable  ufes  ;  and,  by 
point  ig  out  their  utility  and  efFecSls,  to  excite  to 
^n  imitation  of  them  in  diilant  parts  of  the  kingr 
dom  or  elfewhere.  An  additional  interefi:  is  given 
to  rh?  diifercut  articles  by  annexing  t\\tfilkouette, 
or  profile,  of  the  individuals  who  have  particu- 
larly diflinguifl^ed  themfelves  in  the  promotion  or 

fupport  of  any  benevolent  inlutution." 
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INTRODUCTION. 


THE  refle(9-ions  contained  in  your  remarks  on 
my  '*  I-Hnts"  appeared  to  me  fo  eccentric  and 
difFufe,  that  I  thought  it  neceflary  to  bring  the 
fubjec^s  of  defcription  into  a  condenfed  form,  in 
order  to  admit  of  comprehenfion  and  elucidation; 
which  I  attempted  in  my   '*  Apology  " 

To  enable  the  reader  to  dec'de  wiiether  or  not 
you  have  accomplifhed  your  alfertion,  namely,  of 
having  fufficiently  anfwered  the  arguments  con- 
tained, I  fhall  iniroduce  the  whole  of  your  cri- 
ticifms  upon  it.  A  Reviewer,  who  from  a  fupe- 
riority  of  mental  powers  and  literarv  attainments 
exercifes  his  talents  in  the  inveftigation  of  fcience, 
forms  a  great  and  dignified  character.  He  foars 
Jike  the  imperial  eagle,  and  views  the  wide  ex- 
panfe  with  keen  and  penetrating  eye  :  if  he  de- 
fcend,  it  is  not  to  fetter  his  talons  in  the  humble 
fhrubs  of  the  valley,  or  to  embrue  them  in  the 
blood  of  fome  weak  and  trembling  vidlim  ;  he 
alights  on  the  brow  of  the  ftern  mountain,  or  re- 
pofes  on  the  projecting  rock,  and  pounces  on 
prey  alone  becoming  his  fuperior  powers. 

Thus 
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Thus  have  I  been  wont  to  refpedt  and  to  cha- 
racSlerize  a  Reviewer.  But  when  the  bird  of  Jove 
defcends  from  his  lofty  ftation,  and  attempts  to 
deftroy  the  feeble  and  unrelifcing  victim  to  fatiate 
a  depraved,  rather  than  a  natural  appetite,  he  de- 
grades his  rank  ;  his  pinions  are  relaxed,  his  lofty 
flight  is  impeded,  and  he  becomes  the  aiibciate 
of  meaner  animals  ;  for,  however  difingenuoufly 
you  may  have  endeavoured  to  afperte  my  cha- 
radler,  I  never  would  have  attempted  to  degrade 
yours,  by  any  mean  analogy  or  unbecoming  epi- 
thet, nor  confequently  by  thofe  attributes  of  the 
porcupine,  which  you  have  applied  to  your- 
felves  *,  becaufe  it  is  known  to  be  groveling  and 
irritable,  hiding  in  dark  recefTes,  and  fhunning 
the  light.  When  angry,  it  fhoots  its  quills  at  ran- 
dom, which,  being  harrnlefs,  fall  to  the  ground. 
Some  of  thefe  quills,  deftined  for  my  deftrudlion^, 
I  have  feledled,  and  placed  under  the  following 
defignations. 

J.  Abuiive  language  in  controverfy. 

a.  Ambiguity  and  embarraffment. 

3.  Efpionnage  and  Detra61:ion, 

4.  The  Jennerian  Difcovery. 

^  Critical  Review,  vol.  XXXVII.  po  224. 
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CRITICAL  REVIEW  on  the  ''  APOLOGY," 

Vol.  XXXVII.  p.  222. 

*'  IF  any  fpirit  has  been  moved  on  this  oc- 
caiion,  it  is  one  of  difappointed  vanity  (this  nja- 
nity  has  been  amply  grattjied  by  a  complete  refutation 
of  bold  ajfertions)  and  heart-felt  mortification 
(exultation).  Accuftomed  to  flattery  in  one  circle, 
and  forbearance  in  another,  (what  circles  are 
ihefe  ?  !  it  is  a  crime  *  in  us  to  hint  a  fault  or  he- 
fitate  diflike.'  Indignation  imperfe6lly  fmothered 
under  the  humble  title  of  an  '  -Apology,'  and 
the  modefl  exprefliion  of  '  a  feeble  voice,'  is 
ready  to  burft  forth,  (inwhat  ftngle  inflance  f)  and 
can  be  calmed  by  no  common  fubmiffion  (al- 
though fubmijfion  uas  due,  nothing  but  refent- 
tnent  has  been  exhibited.)  We  mean  not  to  floop 
to  any,  but  will  tell  Dr.  Lettfom  his  faults  (but 
do  not  invent  any)  as  well  as  any  other  author 
(but  tofpy  into^  and  injure,  private  chara^ler,  is  in- 
conFfient  with  that  of  a  Literary  Reviewer)  ;  nor 
will  we  conceal  that  mean  mark  of  a  little  mind — 
over- weaning  vanity.  (Literature,  not  vanity,  is 
the  objeSi  of  a  liberal  Critic)  We  faw  it  in  its 
germ,  have  watched  its  opening  bud,  till  it  is  ex- 
panded in  its  blolTom.  (Is  ejpionnage  becoming  a 
candid  mind  <')  The  literary  life  of  Dr.  Lettfom 
may  be  well  ftyled  the  progrefs  of  vanity ;    the 

termination 
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termination  is  yet  to  come ;  but  we  have  ample 
materials  for  the  fubjefi:.  (How  noble  and  manly 
to  carry  enmity  be]07id  the  giaze  !)  We  firft  of^ 
fended  him,  by  recommending  a  mean  of  pre- 
ferving  from  infsdlion,  which  might  in  his  opi- 
nion encourage  draui  drinking  ;  (that  is ^  drinking 
fpoonfuh  of  brandy^  and  then  evading  the  having  [aid 
fo).  We  know  th"t  many  have  been  prefei'ved 
from  fevers  by  it  (alas  I  hozv  many  more,  have 
fallen  viclims  to  it ! )  ;  and  believe  that  it  will  not; 
•prove  injurious  (many  believe  and  well  know  ths 
contrary),  except  where  a  flrong  propeafity  pre- 
vails (and  zvhere  it  does  not  already  prevail,  fuch, 
Jags  advice  will  have  the  effe3),  which  would  feek;^ 
for  other  motives  were  this  not  offered  (it  is  then^ 
more  culpable  to  -point  cut  any  addiiional  incentive  to, 
dram-drinking).  This  method  has  done  more  fer- 
vice  (has  been  the  fource  of  nun  to  health  and 
moral-)  than  the  abfurd  analogical  thermometer 
(which,  if  not  inflru^ive,  is  iiiriucent)^  which  ad- 
mits of  no  application  but  what  might  have  been 
offered  in  a  few  words  (it  difcourages  dram-drink' 
ing,  one  of  the  great ejl  evils  in  Society). 

The  fecond  offence  was  laughing*  (this  is 
the  third  Jit   of  laughter,  two  ^aroxyfms  having 

occurred 

*  Thefe  grave  Critics^  from  their  own  Barrative,  are  very 
prone  to  fits  of  laughter.  My  ufual  pradice,  on  receiving  a 
Review^  istoperufe,  in  the  firft  place,  the  laft  page.     In  the 

Critical 
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occurred  in  a  previous  Review)  at  the  rldlculouHy 
meretricious  ftyle  of  his  pamphlet  in  favour  of  the 
Cow-pock.  It  is  before  the  publick ;  and  we 
ftill  fay,  '  that  the  flyle  is  unworthy  of  a  Philo- 
fopher  and  a  Phyfician.  It  is  peculiarly  difgrace- 
fui  to  a  Se6l  which  anxioufly  difclaims  every  or- 
nament of  language  and  manner.  (Any  cenfitre  on 
a  religious  Society  on  account  cf  literary  compojition  is 
equally  foreign  to  the  character  of  a  Critic^  as  inap" 
pUcable  to  the  religious  fentiments  of  an  individual,) 
We  aflerted  that  Dr.  Lettfom  flated  his  motive  to 
be  the  fatisfacftion  of  his  friends,  who  \vould  form 
no  opinion  till  he  had  given  his.  (Where  zvas  this 
faidf  Not  in  any  of  Dr.  Lettfom's  publications.)  The 
context  expreffes  it  flill  more  ftrongly  (then  ons 
is  guilty  of  falfehoody  or  Jlrange  ?mfapprehfnfion). 
We  LAUGHED  (the  fourth  fit  of  laughter)  at 
the  affe6):ed  expreffion  of  '  periphery  of  the  in- 
delible ink,'  &c.  (no  where  to  be  found  in  this  form 
but  in  the  Critical  Review.)  They  are  inftances  of 
the  bathos,  which  will  be  laughed  at  (the  fifth 
paroxyfm  of  thefe  fedate  and  [age  chara6lers)    till  the 

Critical  Review  for  March  (Vol.  XXXVII.)  juft  printed, 
thelaft  line  leaves  them  under  one  of  thefe  paroxyfms  ("We 
LAUGH  at  the  refentment  difplayed;")  although  in  the  very 
preceding  Hne  they  defcribe  themfelves  as  under  the  influence 
of  pity  ("  for  ouvfelvcs  we  pity,"  &c.)  p.  360,  I  have  often 
noticed  thele  ftrange  and  fudden  tranfitions  in  old  people, 
bordering  on  dotage. 

contrail 
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contraft  is  forgotten.  *  To  roufe  attention,'  he 
tells  us  in  one  paiTage,  that  he  adopted  '  a  more 
impreffive  tone.'— The  impreffion  it  made  will 
not  foon  ceafe  to  excite  ridicule  (on  whom  ?) 

With  refpe6l  to  the  Cow  Pock,  the  more 
grievous  offence,  we  need  not  repeat  what  we 
have  already  faid  (and  effectually  expofed  in  the 
Apology).  Did  the  queftion  reft  on  Vv'hat  Dr. 
Jenner  offered,  we  v/ould  ftill,  as  we  then  did 
(as  partizans  of  others,  and  enemies  to  Dr.  Jenner 
and  his  glorious  difcovery),  confider  this  vicarious 
difeafe  as  infufficient  (for  it  prevented  the  ac^ 
cejfion  of  the  mojl  fatal  difeafe),  and  the  pretence  as 
iindeferving  notice  (happily  for  the  human  race  the 
publick  have  thought  otherwife).  Dr.  Jenner  pub- 
lifhed  the  fa6l  already  known  (to  whom  ?  which 
has  never  been  anfwered),  and  pointed  out  the  ap- 
plication (though  oppofed  by  the  Critical  Reviewers^ 
SeSlion  IV,  of  this  Appeal).  The  do6lrine  was 
eftablilhed,  and  cleared  of  its  difHculties,  by  Dr. 
Woodville  and  Dr.  Pearfon.  (Dr*  Denman,  Mr* 
Creafer,  and  Mr.  Hicks,  have  pub HfJoed  oppofite  af- 
fertions).  Yet  Dr.  Lettfom  is  angry  (who  ever 
knew  him  angry  ?)  that  we  will  not  worfhip  his 
idol,  when  his  divinity  and  power  are  abolifhed 
(by  the  eftabliflwmit  of  the  Royal  Jenneria?!  Society, 
and  the  united  gratitude  of  both  hemifpheres  of  the 
world/).  Dr.  Lettfom  may  in  future  fave  himfelf 
the  parenthelis  (by  whom  ?),  he  does  not  want  the 

anfwer  j 
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anfwer  :  It  was  afked  ad  captandum  vidgus.  (U 
was  not  ajkedin  a  paroxyfm  of  laughter y  but  ferioujly 
for  information,  which  is  again  f elicit ed.) 

Another  offence  remains.  We  did  not  per- 
ceive the  likenefs  of  the  Silhouettes  (others  did), 
and  it  has  called  forth  the  moil  difgraceful  inli- 
nuations  (the  Critical  Reviewers  complcdn  of  dif- 
graceful infinuatiom  !  !  I)  As  we  never  vilit  Bil- 
linsgate,  we  cannot  reply  to  thefe  *  flowers  of 
fpeech  ;'  and  in  this  part  of  the  conteft  we  can 
only  fay — as  a  gentleman  once  did  when  attacked 
on  the  Thames  with  limilar  language — *  Go,  my 
good  friend^  you  have  the  best  of  it.  (Sio  it  is 
believed t  but  the  Critical  Reviewers  mufl  not  -jet  go.) 
On  confulting  the  thermometer,  for  it  again 
makes  its  appearance  at  p.  46,  we  could  not 
find  '  abufc'  among  the  efFe6ls ;  but  we  conclude 
it  muft  be  below  o  (it  may  he  found  in  Sedicn  I. 
f,  17,  1 8.   extra&ed  from  the  Critical  Reviezv.) 

We  believe  we  firft  faw  Dr.  Lettfom  in  the 
year  1769  (the  period  of  his  entrance  into  London  as 
a  phyfician) ,  and  will  fay  nothing  of  the  alligator 
ftuffed,  or  the  fhow  of  empty  bottles,  or  pickled 
ferpents.  (Something  will  be  faid of  them  in  the  Con- 
clufion).  Since  that  time  we  have  feen  him,  fome- 
times  more  nearly,  fometimes  at  a  greater  diflance 
(to  the  year  1803,  including  o^^)  y^ars  of  mean 
efpionnage  into  private  charader)  ;  but  we  cannot 
add  that^   from  what  we  have  feen,   our  refpe(5l 

for 
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for  his  talents  has  increafed.  (No  douht  hut  the 
Critical  Reviewers,  influenced  b^  envy,  mujl  be  com- 
petent juc'ges  ! ! !)  We  have  fufficiently  defended 
ourfelves,  (in  -what  page?)  ;  nor  will  any  in- 
ve{9:ives  (not  one  having  been  adduced),  nor  any 
infinuations  of  his  feeble  voice,  feeble  indeed  ! 
(this  feeble  voice  has  appalled  the  Oiiic-  into  deadly 
Jilence)y  draw  from  us  another  word  (from  fear  or 
incapacity  to  anfwer).  In  the  caufe  of  Science  we 
will  fpeak  boldly  (and  in  that  of  defaming'private 
chara£ier) ;  and,  when  we  again  find  him  poach- 
ing in  other  grounds  (Science  is  ejieemed  an  open 
field,  and  to  defend  reputation  is  private  ground)^ 
we  will,  as  we  have  done,  expofe  him.  (The  pub" 
lick  and  other  Reviewers  fay  the  Critical  Reviewers 
have  expofed  themfelves,  Retrofpect^  p.  4 — 8,  and 
Se£l.  I.  p.  ig.)  Mr.  Creafer's  pamphlet  has  jufi: 
reached  us  (and  probably  that  of  Mr.  Hicks),  and 
will  be  noticed  in  our  next  (was  it  fof).  At- 
tacked as  we  are  on  all  fides,  (w:o  commenced  the 
attack  on  others,  and  became  partisans  to  decry  the 
charaSler  of  Dr.  Jcnner,  and  the  importance  of  his 
dfcovery?)  we  have  flill,  like  the  porcupine  (an 
harmlef,  inrffenfivt\  irritable  creature),  quills  for 
every  affailant.  (T.ljey  require  new  pointing,  to  make 
them  enter  imus  t^  in  cute.) 

[The  words  in  Italics  between  parentliefes  are  not  in  the 
Critical  Review  ^  but  are  introduced  by  the  Appealer  to  elu- 
cidate the  original,] 

SECTION 
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Section    l 


ON    ABUSIVE   LANGUAGE. 

You  aflert,  that,  in  confequence  of  your  not 
perceiving  "  the  likenefs  of  the  Silhouettes,  it 
had  called  forth  the  moft  difgraceful  infinuations ;" 
and  that,  **  as  you  never  vifit  Billingfgate,  you 
cannot  reply  to  thefe  "  Flowers  of  Speech  *." 

I  endeavoured,  in  my  **  Apology,"  to  addrefs 
you,  with  all  the  candour  and  refpedt  that  the 
eontroverfy  could  admit ;  and  am  ftill  uncon- 
fcious  of  introducing  difgraceful  infinuations,  or 
tinbecoming  langtiage.  It  is  not  my  province  to 
determine  whether  you  vifit  Billingfgate  or  not ; 
bupt  thofe  who  have  obferved  your  polite  epithets, 
repeatedly  applied  to  me,  will  think  that  youj  of 
all  others,  have  the  leaft  reafon  to  complain  ;  and, 
to  evince  it,  I  Ihall,  from  two  pages  of  your  Re- 
view, extradl  fome  of  your  ' '  Flowers  of  Speech." 

*'  A  boarding-fchool  Mifs,  who,  in  her  firft 
hovel,  aims  at  fine  writing,  could  not  have  erred 
fo  grofsly  -j--." 

*  Vol.  XXXVII.  p.  223. 

t  Critical  Review,  vol.  XXXVI.  p.  ioi,' 

G  **  A  young 
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**  A  young  imder-graduate,  pert,  conceited^ 
and  fhallow  *.^' 

*'  If  any  fpirit  has  been  moved  o-n  tliis  occafion^ 
it  is  one  of  difappointed  vanity  and  heartfelt  moF- 
tilLcation  •f'." 

**  Indignation  imperfe6lly  fmothered  ;j;." 

"  Mean  mark  of  a  little  mind — over- weening 
vanity  §." 

"  Dr.  Lettfom  has  called  forth  the  moft  dif- 
graceful  iniinuations  I]." 

^*  We  will  fay  nothing  of  the  AUigatOT  ftufFedy 
or  the  fhow  of  empty  bottles,  or  pickled  fer- 
pents^." 

*'  Invecflives  and  iniin\iatIon-&of  his  fseble  voice, 
feeble  indeed  **.'* 

Should  you  pleafe  ta  produce  a  JIngk  injlance 
of  "  indignation  and  grofs  language"  in  my 
writings,  I  will  add  a  ftill  larger  Golle<51:ion  of 
your  "  Flowers  of  Speech,'*  from  a  very  few 
pages  o-f  your  Review  j  for,  as^  I  never  have  at- 
tempted to  inlinuate  a  bad  motive  for  any  action 
where  I  could  poffibly  have  fuggefted  a  good  one  5> 
and  as  carefully  have  avoided  to  fpeak  ill  of  any 
perfon,  even  where  I  was  not  enabled  to  fpeak 

*  Critical  Re>-;ew,  vol.  XXXVL. p.  9T, 

t  Vol.  XXXYIi.  p.  2aa.  %  Ibid.  §  Ibid; 

l^  Ibid.  p,3ai.  f  Ibid.  **  Ibid. 

Ikvourablji 
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ikvourably ;  it  Is  hence  probably  that  I  am  on 
friendly  terms  with  every  perfon  with  whom  I 
was  ever  acquainted,  for  I  have  not  tlie  honour  of 
knowing  the  Authors  of  the  Critical  Review. 

If  my  *'  Apology"  had  really  merited  the  cen- 
fare  you  have  given  it,  I  do  not  think  it  would 
have  acquired  the  approbation  of  fo  many  dlftln- 
guifhed  Critical  Authors,  who  have  publicly  or 
privately  offered  their  opinions,  whilfl:  you  appear 
the  folitary  dlflentients  oppofed  to  it,  and  to  the 
firll  Critics  of  the  age. 

Some  of  thefe  opinions  I  have  preiumed  to  an- 
hex,  as  they  afford  a  curious  and  flriking  contrafl. 
The  fource  of  your  opinions,  however,  cannot 
be  miflaken. 


1.  BRITISH  CRITIC,  Vol.  XX.  p.  690, 

\'  OUR  Brother  Reviewers,  fome  of  them  at 
leafl,  differed  Id  opinion  from  Dr.  Lettfom  upon 
the  fubjedls  enumerated  in  the  title-page  of  this 
Pamphlet.  An  inveftigation  of  particulars  would 
in  us  be  invidious ;  we  can  only  therefore  fay, 
that  Dr.  Lettfom's  Vindication  appears  to  us  fuf- 
ficient  and  fatisfadlory,  and  more  efTentially  fo  In 
all  that  relates  to  Dr^  Jenner  and  Vaccine  Ino- 
culation." 

c  a  2.  ME-. 
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2.  MEDICAL  JOURNAL,  Vol.  IX.  p.  96. 

"*  THE  pra<51ical  opinions  and  fa(Sls  contained 
in  this  Pamphlet  are  fo  confonant  to  thofe  we 
have  always  incu]ca,ted,  that  we  have  no  heli- 
tatiofl  in  expreffing  our  approbation  of  it*" 


3.  GENTLEMAN'S  MAGAZINE,  Vol.LXXIL 
p.  1 2 14. 

<f<  WITH  folid  argument  and  great  pleafantry 
(for  riothing  is  here  "  fet  down  in  malice'*),  the 
benevolent  Phyiician  attacks  our  Brother  Critics 
for  their  pertinacity  ;  and  more  particularly  for  a 
very  violent  oppolition  to  Vaccine  Inoculation. 
It  would  ill  become  us  to  enter  the  lifts,  on  fuch 
an  occstfion,  in  what  might  be  termed  a  civil  war  j 
but,  having  originally  felt  it  an  incumbent  duty 
to  enter  a  c^tutionary  proteft  againft  the  hafty 
adoption  of  what  we  were  fearful  might  not  have 
been  fufnciently  conlidered  *  ;  with  equal  rea- 
dinefs  our  eyes  were  opened  to  unanfwerable  con- 
vi<51:ion  -f'  %  and  we  are  now  zealous  converts  to 
the  Jennerian  fyftem,  fo  ably  illuftrated  in  our 
iaft  ^ 

*  Vol.  LXIX.  pp,  380. 41 7. 

t  Vol.  LXX,  p.  640.  X  P.  1005. 
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The  pernicious  dofbrine  of  recommending  to 
nurfes  "  a  table  fpoonful  of  brandy  *"  is  candidly 
and  ably  expofed. 

The  charafler  of  the  worthy  Author  of  this 
Pamphlet,  as  a  man  and  a  Phyfician,  is  too  tho- 
roughly eftablilhed  to  be  Stffeded  by  the  wanton 
attacks  of  envy  or  of  malice." 


4.  EUROPEAN  MAGAZINE,  Vol.  XLIII. 
p.  50 

"  THE  Reviewers  here  complained  of,  having 
publilhed  opinions,  which,  if  carried  into  prac- 
tice. Dr.  Lettfom  judged  were  calculated  to  in- 
jure the  Community,  he,  with  candour  and  de- 
ference, addrelTed  private  letters  to  the  Con- 
du6lors  of  both  Publications,  remonftrating  on 
their  injudicious  conduft.  The  return  he  has 
met  with  has  been,  to  fay  the  leaft  of  it,  flippant 
and  uncandid.  Dr.  Lettfom  here  repels  the  at- 
tack upon  him  with  fpirit,  but  without  afperity, 
and,  we  think,  in  a  fatisfaftory  manner." 


^   MEDICAL  and  CHIRURGICAL  REVIEW, 
Vol.  X.  page  s^. 
"THE  dogmatical,  infolent,  and  over-bearing 
treatment   often  experienced    by  authors    at   the 
hands  of  reviewers,  who  arc  ignorant  frequently  of 

*  Critical  Review,  vol.  XXXII.  p.  443. 

c  3  the 


the  fubjec^  they  pretend  to  criticift-,  is  well  cal- 
culated to  roiife  the  indignation  of  writers,  and  to 
draw  from  them  an  effufion  of  their  bittereft  gall. 
They  not  unfreqiiently,  indeed,  have  to  combat 
mifconception,  mifreprefentation,  and  petulant  re- 
mark, from  perfons  qualified  neither  by  judgment 
nor  candour  for  the  critic's  tafl^. 

"  We  are  not  furprifed,  therefore,  to  find  the 
worthy  author  of  the  pamphlet  before  us  wielding 
his  pen  in  vindication  of  himfelf,  from  what  he 
deems  unjuft  and  illiberal  afperfions  both  of  his 
motives  and  underftandingj  from  the  ftatement 
here  given,  it  muft  be  allowed  his  provocation  was 
ample  i  and  fo,  we  may  add,  has  been  his  revenge. 
The  oppofition  of  Reviewers,  both  Monthly  and 
Critical,  to  the  introdu(fl:ion  of  the  vaccine  inocu- 
lation, is  well  known  j  nor  was  it  till  the  public 
mind  had  been  convinced  by  manifold  experience, 
that  thefe  arbiters  and  diredtors  of  public  opinion 
could  bring  thernfelves  to  fpeak  of  the  fubjed  with 
complacency. 

*'  The  queftion  of  merit,  in  refpeft  to  Dr. 
Jenner,  as  dijcdverer  of  the  vaccine  inoculation,  is 
next  difcufled,  and  Dr.  Lettfom  confiders  the  af- 
firmative as  demonftrated :  but  we  have  already 
fpoken  fully  to  this  point,  and  fhall  not  now  re- 
fume  the  fubjedl. 

"  The  other  points  in  difpute,  between  the 
Author  and  the  Reviewers,  may  be  collefted  from 
the  title-page.  To  thofe  that  love  controverfy, 
and  who  will  be  pleafed  with  a  Juccefsful  attack  on 
anonymous  and  ill- judging  critics,  we  recommend  a 
perufal  of  the  pamphlet."' 
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SECTION      II. 


ON  AMBIGUITY  AND  EMBARRASSMENT. 

JVIANY  a  diftinguifhed  individual  has  fallen 
into  error,  and,  by  candid  confeffion,  added 
dignity  to  charadler  ;  but,  if  pride  prevent  re- 
tradlation,  unworthy  means  are  fought  as  fub- 
terfuges  to  elude  truth,  or  to  hide  difgrace,  till 
at  length  the  difingenuous  mind  gets  bewildered 
in  pretexts  and  evafions,  too  flimfy  to  ekide  de- 
tedlion,  or  too  virulent  to  efcape  ignominy. 
Such  may  fport  for  a  while  ;  but,  like  a  fifh 
hooked  by  a  flcilful  angler,  it  may  wanton  with 
the  bait,  and  flounce  with  the  line;  but  at 
length,  wearied  with  its  own  exertions,  the  fame 
line  which  admitted  a  temporary  play,  drags  it 
from  its  element,  and  ends  the  conteft.  Had 
you.  Gentlemen.,  when  convidlion  could  only 
be  hidden  by  evafion,  ingenuoufly  acknow- 
ledged the  futility  of  your  affumptions,  how- 
ever relucSVantly  cenforial  pride  might  have  fub- 
mitted  to  candid  concefiion,  you  would  have 
appeared  more  dignified  than  in  the  charadler 
c  4  of 
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of  efpionnage  and  calumniators ;  and  fpared  me 
the  unpleafant  exercife  of  felf-defence,  and  the 
more  painful  one  of  here  inferting  your  Grange 
ambiguities  and  embarraffments,  to  be  eluci-. 
dated,  ifpoffible,  in  your  own  future  pages,  an(| 
rendered  conliftent  with  your  different  ppinioa^ 
and  affertions. 


BeiraBion 


^ 


> 

e 

ii 

U 

X 

o 

(U 

-C3 

V 

cu 

-M 

°-S 

I 

1 

"% 

^ 

rf 

c 

.2 

1 

S 

o 

o 

to 

^ 

'^ 

c 
o 

s 

§ 

C 

o 

"43 

■3 

■H^ 

-t-i 

'"^ 

^CJ 

*2 

*^ 

^ 

c« 

^ 

f 

03 

3 

3 

O-t 

-(-+ 

1 

o 

i 

^3 

-4-1 
U 

1 

(1) 

i 

0) 

O 

o 

I 

4) 

-M 

^ 

4J 

1 

P- 
<U 
n3 

o 

G 

1 

c 

c3 

O 

r\ 

t> 

r\ 

-a 

.1 

1 

O 

c 
c 

£ 

t-l 

c 

G 
>-? 

Q 

5 

43 

rG 
■<-> 

O 

0) 

;-• 
P- 

o 

a 

_Q 
O 

<3 

1 

o 

Vi 

CU 

-§ 

OS 

G 

*S 

"13 

V 

<p 

<o 

rf 

g 

s 

^ 

fi 

» 

rt 

c 

1 
OS 

13 
c 

^ 

^ 

o 

c 

*c3 

s 

O 

G 

s 

o 

J3 
> 

o 
o 

-3 

13 
o 

o 

s 

"3 

o 

G 

4-1 

>4 

w 
a; 

03 

s 
•2 

o 

-4-) 

13 

G 
C 

G 

.2 

1 

-G 

tu 
G 

"»3 

<3 

-  r\ 

,4_J 

,5 

_o 

4-> 

3 

^ 

^ 

h 

^CC 

>-. 

"13 

"3- 

-Q 

G 

.2 

S-< 

q 

t— >( 

C 
C 

5- 

!> 
O 

4J 

o3 

4J 

CO 

C 
03 
r— < 

>-> 

0\ 


P4 


e; 


tri 


G     bo      -r, 

G  '3 

§  * 


i:   ^ 


m 


a  ti'Ti 


S  a; 
B  o 

in  "^ 

rI2 


?:) 


5S 


G    «    ai 

Cart 

0/   <4i  ^ 


(U     ™ 


o 


^-  5  S^  i2 
^  -  "^   -. 

c  S  s 
c  &,.2 

C 


c« 


ff  rt  (u;^ 


QS 


^     0)     '^c     H 


C    0)    0)' 


5     +j    c    >^ 


O    C    e    X 


03 


O  _.  . 


05 


03 


^  s 

•Si      C) 


'43   Ph^   ^    1j 


^  s^  « 


c3 


'-3    c/i    QJ, 

^   a>   Ij 


V 


o  ^ 
ly    O 


s  h 


^    ■  -    rt    C    >  ^ 


<V 


a 


-c 


■     ^     3    r-     OJ 


+J  ^'^    O    rt 


^  3  rt  fl 


6 


%-i    o  -C 

'^  -i-i    O 

c3 


•  -    "         a; 


-d 


^  rS  c3  M  ID 
•S.S^   ^   rf   3 

_        "^       O       O       S-<    r^ 


CL> 


■  ■  ^^ 


'TJ 


^    o3  -— -< 

a.  -  o  c  S 

oj  c  o  -s 

.^   u   u  C   u) 


C 

U3 


O 

■    »* 

S 


o  _ 

00  Tj 

Cm 

^^ 

.      CM 

^  S' 


0\^ 

> 


P 


i-c;    ^ 


0) 

§ 

^ 

v_ 

o 

w 

-4J 

'T2 

(a 
> 

QJ 

a; 


a 


-M      Cfl  r— I 


o 

c 

o 


-^    S 


s 


N 


^  -S  lo 
•  "^    «    ?^ 

Q      >-i      cn 


o    I 

Co 
P^    r— <        ^ 


n3 
o 


C 
c3 


« 
^ 


o 

o 
U 

►a- 
-*-■ 

n 
o 

s 
o 


l> 


5^ 


S    « 


o 

,X3 


O 


o    a 
o 


o    o 


^  .^ 


J3    "^ 


•^  >. 


p^ 


M    .rt    .t:     -u 
Pi  7:    •-< 


^ 


S    S 
o    «^ 

CO      w 


M  i-rj 

£3  a 

-W  r— <■ 

O  tJ 

^  Ph 

S  -^ 

O  ^ 

tj  o 

t-1  fl 


S-      to 


=3   S 


o    ^ 

2     G 


rt 

nS 


k    S 


a;  P 

.5  o 

(U  o 

c 

o  o 


3      c« 


c 
o 


r^         O      ^ 


o 


o 


o 


<^ 


si     w 


.Si 


o    « 

M  I 


-^  -S 


&.    ^ 


GJ 
P 

bo 


C3 


!> 


09 


I 


"rt  -5    E. 


t 


K 


^ 


^      ?      'S 
J2     tU3   >* 


-f^    .J.    ^     'S 


-a  is 


•T3 

."ri 

« 

CO 

p: 

4J 

S 

s 
a 

-13 

0 

o 

•  FH 

p3 

•<i 

a; 

M 

J3 

CJ 

,r3 

'^ 

'TJ 

^ 

." 

o  -g    ^ 


^ 

!>^ 

TO 

o 

c 

C 

^ 

1^ 

c^ 

>— t 

(U 

■+3 

s 

> 

-C 

'S 

i= 

o 

C3 

v 


-5 


1-5 
I— f 


c4 


u 


5^ 


t 

»3 


6      «3 

2  o 


o 

o  J 


o  *-i 

G— J 


'^    (U    o 


5  ots-. 
«  O.     ■(-> 

a-'     r^     (1)     >*^ 

«|   <u   rt   iH 

a. 


w  \ — ti_ 

►>  CO 

§  ^    > 

.rt  +J    I— H 

-^  rj     aj 


o 


ft; 


c 


6   0) 


ns   a 


>.4  (U 

QJ  1/1 

a  ^ 

03  CD 

a  -G 


^    I 


1^  ^  ^  ^ 

-W  "O  _Q    7; 

JB  "^^  s  ^ 


C   S   -^    CJ 


«:   cs 


fcO^ 


CO 


^    « 


o 
o 


O  :2 

O  a; 

«  S3 

C  *-' 


^•- 


"3 


t/1 

c 


_aJ  (i; 


_   y 

«       (V)    ^ 

KJ      C    * 

(U  2  - 

;- , 


^ 


^  o      «+- 

•^2    03    O 
^  -(-(    re  -t-i 


C    PS 


<u  c 


O4 

J3 


tu 


»-4 


I— t 


> 


i-9 
'>-t 

* 


31 


SECTION      lit 


OF  ESPIONNAGE  AND  DETRACTION. 

JT  ROM  the  long  and  undevlating  attention  yod 
acknowledge  to  have  exercifed  in  watching  my 
condu6l,  you  might  appear  to  have  afforded  a 
counterpart  of  the  hiftory  of  the  fage  Chiron  and 
the  young  ^fculapius ;  a  fimilarity  approaching 
flill  nearer  from  the  aflumption  of  each  to  animal 
union,  although  the  contraft  of  charadler  is  great. 
The  Centaur,  being  united  to  one  of  a  noble  na- 
ture, with  dignified  care  guarded  and  inftru6led 
his  pupil ;  whilft  you  have  claimed  the  attributes 
of  the  Porcupine,  a  fretful  and  impotent  animal, 
unable  to  prote6l,  but  with  imbecillity  eager  to 
wound  and  to  injure. 

There  is  fomething  {o  repugnant  to  the  general 
feelings  of  every  liberal  mind,  to  fpy  into  private 
charadler,  for  the  purpofes  of  mean  infinuation 
and  public  detradlion,  that  no  perfon,  without  a 
heart  depraved  by  habit,  and  emboldened  by  a 
continued  purfuit  of  efpionnage^  would  voluntarily 
acknowledge  the  pra6lice,  and  claim  the  merit 
©f  having  followed  it  nearly  half  a  century;  for 

vou 
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^ou  intimate  that  you  began  your  efptonnage 
in  1769:  *' Unce  that  time,  we  have  feen  hint 
fometimes  more  tiearly,  fometimes  at  d  greater 
diftance."  We  read  of  allaffins  who  have  long 
kept  the  poignard  out  of  the  fcabbard  ;  and  you 
may  plead  competition  with  moft  of  thfem  in  this 
refpedl,  and  claim  fuperiority  in  determining  to 
ftrike  it  even  after  death.  "  The  termination  of 
Dr.  Lettfom's  life  is  yet  to  come  ;  but  we  have 
ample  materials  for  the  fubje6l*o" 

The  difficulties  which  a  young  Phyfician  has  to 
encounter  in  acquiring  profeffiorial  reputation 
are  fo  numerous,  as  to  become  proverbial.  Mine 
icould  not  have  been  leflened,  from  the  circum- 
jftanees  of  entering  the  Metropolis  without  know* 
ing  an  individual  in  it^  or  being  able  to  claini 
the  prote6tion  of  one  relative  in  Europe.  To 
add  to  my  embarrafTments,  without  any  knowii 
caufe,  I  had  to  furmount,  at  the  entrance  upon 
the  duties  of  my  profeffion,  the  whole  weight 
t>f  your  private  oppoiition  and  public  accufation* 
You  fpeak  of  my  feeble  powers;  and,  to  ex= 
hibit  them  to  the  publick  in  the  mofb  degraded 
ilate,  you  add  "feeble  indeed."  If  you  really 
thought  fo,  it  was  flill  more  unmanly  and  cruel 
to  continue  to  opprefs  tliofe  feeble  powers  with 
fuch  undeviating  infult  and  bitternefs; 

*  Critical  Review,  vol,  XXXVII.  pp.  22^,  2^4; 
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If,  under  all  thefe  difficulties,  thefc  powers 
have  been  too  elaftic  for  your  preffure  ;  if  they 
have  acquired  a  profeffional  rank  with  gentlemen 
of  the  firft  abilities ;  if  they  have  gained  a  gra- 
dual and  progreffive  public  fupport;  if  they 
have  fecured  me,  among  literary  and  diftinguifhed 
characters,  fecial  intercourfe  and  friendships ; 
in  vain  have  you  purfued  private  efpionnage,  or 
pradlifed  public  detraction. 
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SECTION      IV. 


ON  THE  JENNERI AN  DISCOVERY. 

IN  every  difcuffion,  and  more  particularly  fo  In 
controverfial,  a  dear  definition  of  the  objedl 
fliould  be  premifed.  By  the  title  of  this  Sec^tion 
is  meant  to  be  inferred,  that  Dr.  Jenner  was  the 
firft  perfon  who  applied  the  fluid  of  the  Cow-pock 
from  one  human  fubjecft  to  another,  as  a  pre- 
ventive of  the  Small- Pox.  You  have  attempted 
to  detradl  from  merit,  by  reprefenting  him  as  a 
mere  promulgator  of  a  fa6l  fo  obvious,  that 
*'  any  perfon  might  have  obferved  it  while 
running  *." 

Every  friend  of  humanity  muft  lament,  and 
many  a  difconfolate  parent  mourn,  that  the  race 
you  allude  to  had  not  been  run  fooner.  Ad- 
mitting, however,  with  you,  that  Dr.  Jenner  had 
ufurped  the  claim  to  a  difcovery  to  which  fome 
other  perfon  was  entitled,  fuch  individual  merits 
cenfure,  rather  than  applaufe,  in  not  difclofing 
the  means  "of  faving  nearly  half  a  million  of  our 
fellow-creatures  annually  in  Europe  alone.     If  you 

*  Critical  Keview,  vol.  XXXVI.  p.  197. 
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know  fuch  a  Mifanthropift,  you  ought  immedi- 
ately to  drag  him  from  his  dark  cavern,  as  an 
objedt  of  univerfal  execration ;  otherwife,  to 
Dr.  Jenner  alone  will  be  afcribed  the  difcovery  of 
Vaccine  Inoculation,  in  the  fenfe  uniformly  ad- 
mitted, as  the  difcovery  of  the  Mariner's  com- 
pafs  is  univerfally  attributed  to  Flavio  Givia,  al- 
though the  load-ftone  was  known  long  before  his 
exiftence. 

The  difcovery,  indeed,  of  Dr.  Jenner  is  uni- 
verfally acknowledged  ;  and  has  been  fo  fully 
difcufled  in  my  "Apology,"  that  the  fubjedl 
fhould  not  have  been  refumed  here,  had  you  not 
offered  an  Apology  of  your  own,  for  your  oppo- 
fltion  to  Vaccine  Inoculation,  lince  I  publifhed 
mine  ;  and,  from  the  manner  in  which  it  is  intro- 
duced, you  appear  to  annex  confiderable  weight 
to  .  it,  and  deduce  from  it  the  following  in- 
ferences ;  that,  ' '  as  you  found  it  not  true,  as 
was  poiitively  aflerted,  that  the  Cow-pock  would 
preferve  thofe  fubjedted  to  it  from  the  Small- 
pox, and  not  from  a  repetition  of  the  fame 
difeafe  (the  Cow~pock)  ;  what  then  Ihould  be  the 
condudl  of  thofe  from  whom  a  tone  to  the  public 
opinion  is  expedled  ?  To  doubt — to  helitate — 
perhaps  to  difbelieve.  This,  we  are  fure,  was 
our  path ;  and  we  helitate  not  to  fay  that  we 
walked  in  it  *," 

*  Critical  Review,  vol.  XXXVI.  p.  479. 
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Admitting  the  fa6l,  that  a  perfon  may,  by  the 
accident  of  a  fcratch,  or  any  limilar  incident,  be 
fufceptible  of  the  Cow-pock,  which  cannot  oc- 
caiion  any  real  indifpofition,  and,  in  170  millions 
of  European  inhabitants,  could  not  happen  to  ten 
perfons  in  a  year  ;  what  argument  could  you  rea- 
fonably  thence  deduce  in  fupport  of  your  oppo- 
lition  to  a  difcovery  which  was  capable  of  faving 
half  a  million  of  lives  annually  in  one  quarter 
only  of  the  world  ?  To  place  your  expreffions 
clearly  in  the  form  of  fyllogifm,  the  inference 
muft  be  fuch  as,  I  truft,  your  humanity,  on  calm 
refledlion,  would  revolt  at,  as  thus  appears  the 
refult. 

"  Half  a  million  of  inhabitants  in  Europe  annu- 
*'  ally  die  by  the  Small-pox,  whofe  lives  might  be 
"  faved  by  Vaccine  Inoculation  ;  but,  as  ten  of 
"  thefe  migiit  accidentally  again  take  the  Cow- 
'^  pock,  which  is  no  difeafe,  and  never  deftroys 
"  life  ;  it  is  therefore  neceffary  that  Vaccine  Ino- 
"  culation  fhould  be  difcouraged,  and  the  half 
"  million  of  human  vi6lims  be  yearly  facrificed 
''  to  the  Small-pox  !  !  !" 


B  3  CON- 


as 


CONCLUSION. 


Your  Criticlfms  oh  my  ''  Hints"  I  ar- 
ranged into  a  regular  form  for  difcuffion  in  my 
*'  Apology,"  as  I  have  already  obferved  (Intro* 
duilion,  p.  lo.)  and  refuted  themferiatim  ;  at  leaft 
it  is  a  fair  logical  inference,  when  no  reply  has 
been  oppofed  to  invalidate  the  arguments  of  an 
opponent.  You  fay  you  have  **  fully  anfwered 
them  *  ;"  but,  as  my  conceptions  are  different 
from  yours,  to  enable  the  reader  to  form  his  own 
judgement,  I  have  inferted  the  whole  of  your 
Critique  t  on  my  Apology ;  whichj  although 
more  eccentric  than  the  former,  I  have  reduced 
into  clear  and  distinct  Sections  in  the  prefent  ap- 
peal J  ;  and  hope  they  will  obtain  your  Critical 
attention,  although  you  have  declared,  that  you 
would  not  favour  me  with  any  further  notice  : 
but  probably  you  may  change  your  opinion  in  the 
fubfequent,  as  you  had  done  in  the  preceding 
month.  Such  a  tranlition,  therefore,  once  a 
month,  as  the  moon  nearly  changes  its  face,  v/ill 

*  Critical  Review,  Vol.  XXXVII.  p.  224, 
f  Ibid,  p,  222,  J  Page  ii. 
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not  be  Inconfiftent  with  your  charadler ;  but,  in 
introducing  this  variable  luminary,  I  do  not  mean 
to  infer  that  it  produces  any  influence  on  your 
mental  powers.  I  truft,  however,  that,  in  your 
reply,  you  will  avoid  every  thing  foreign  to  the 
prefent  fubje(5Vs  of  difcuflSon,  at  leaft  till  thefe 
have  been  fully  decided. 

In  a  literary  controverfy,  all  infinuation  and 
inve<51:ive  againffc  private  chara6ler  fliould  be 
avoided,  as  totally  unconne6led  with  the  truth  or 
juftice  of  the  difference  ;  and  hence  the  objedlion 
to  my  ftyle  or  manner  of  writing,  as  referable  to 
my  religious  opinions"*,  affords  no  reafon  for  m.y 
tacitly  fubmitting  to  detraction.  Even  the  dumb 
child  of  Croefus  had  his  tongue  loofened  when 
an  obje(5l  mofl  facred  and  near  to  his  happinefs 
was  threatened  with  danger.  And  what  is  more 
facred  than  character  ? — Nor  does  the  allufion  to 
*'  the  alligator  fluffed,  or  the  fhow  of  empty 
bottles,  or  pickled  ferpents  'j~,"  appear  more  ap- 
propriate. The  alligator  and  crocodile  tribe,  al- 
though they  are  incapable  of  *^  laughing,"  yet, 
like  you,  the}^  are  faid  to  exhibit  flriking  marks 
of  tendernefs  over  the  victims  deftined  for  de- 
flru6tion.  We  read,  indeed,  of  a  laughing  Phi- 
lofopher  ;  but   he   never  acquired  the   rifus  far- 


*  Critical  Review,  vol.  XXXVII.  p,  225. 
f  Ibid.  p.  224. 
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donicus — to  laugh  with  one  lip,  and  calumniate 
with  the  other.  The  fable  of  the  ferpents  I  did 
not  mean  to  revive  :  they  were  left  in  my  Apo^ 
logy,  embellifhing  the  periphery  of  Ixion's 
wheel  *.  Whether  or  not  I  pickled  them,  the 
reader  will  determine.  In  the  controverfy  in 
which  we  are  engaged,  the  continual  introdu6lion 
of  Dr.  Woodville  and  Dr.  Pearfon  with  Dr. 
Jenner  is  indelicate,  and  is  probably  defigned 
to  involve  me  in  difcuffions  upon  their  different 
writings  and  opinions.  I  repeat  that  I  am  not 
at  variance  with  any  individual ;  and,  with  refpedl 
to  thofe  diftinguifhed  Phyficians,  I  prefume  to 
think,  that  no  perfon  combines  their  refpe^live 
friendlhip  and  confidence  in  a  more  eminent  de- 
gree than  I  have  the  pleafure  to  claim.  We  vifit 
each  other  with  unreferved  franknefs,  when  con- 
verfation  is  not  reftrained  by  fufpicion  o{ efpionnage, 
nor  freedom  fhackled  by  fear  of  detradlion. 

You  intimate  that,  ever  "flnce  the  year  1769,'* 
you  have  feen  me  fometimes  more  nearly,  fome- 
times  at  a  greater  diftance  ^.  If  you  had  feeti 
me  nearer,  in  company  with  them,  you  would 
not  have  had  occalion  to  complain  of  **  the  fhow 
of  empty  bottles  ;"  but  might  have  enjoyed  with 
us  that  rational  conviviality,  which  invites  "  the 
feafl  of  reafon,  and  the  flow  of  foul." 


*  Page  57. 

f  Critical  Review,  vol.  XXXVIL  p.  224, 
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To  THE  AUTHORS  OF  THE  MONTHLY 
REVIEW. 

IN  my  "  Apology,"  I  endeavoured  candidly 
to  exhibit  thofe  authorities  upon  which  I  founded 
my  arguments  with  accurate  quotations  and  re- 
ferences. My  furprize,  therefore,  was  confide- 
rably  excited  on  perufing  your  obfervation,  that 
*'  Dr.  Lettfom  has  evidently  confounded  us  in 
bis  mind  with  other  Writers,  for  whofe  opinions 
we  are  not  refponiible  ;  and  we  mufh  particularly 
mention  a  pafTage  in  page  34  of  his  Pamphlet,  in 
which  he  has  inferted  a  quotation  from  another 
periodical  Work  *  in  fuch  a  manner,  that  he  ap- 
pears to  refer  it  to  the  Monthly  Review.  This 
proceeding  is  of  a  kind  which  requires  an  ample 
apology  from  the  offender  ;  carelelTnefs  in  fuch  a 
cafe  is  hardly  an  excufe -\'>* 

That  I  might  not  confound  you  with  other 
Writers,  the  authorities  I  quoted  were  clear  and 
fpecific  ;  and,  to  evince  it,  I  lliall  give  an  ab- 
flraft  from  the  '*  Apology,"  p.  34,  to  which 
you  refer. 

In  June,  1798,  I  there  obferve,  that  '*  Dr. 
Jenner  firi^  publifhed  his  '  Inquiry  into  the  Cow- 
pock.*  It  was  then,  and  for  two  years  after- 
wards, fo  little  underflood  by  the  Reviewers 
themfelves,   that,   I  again   repeat,    they  preferred 


*  Critical  Review. 

f  Monthly  Review^  vol.  XL.  p.  145. 
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inoculation  of  the  Small-pox  ;  and  fo  far  were 
they  then  of  opinion  that  Dr.  Jenner  had  no 
claim  to  invention^  that  they  difcouraged  the  prac- 
tice of  Vaccine  Inoculation  profeffedly,  as  ap- 
pears, by  their  own  words,  '  that  our  brave  feamen 
might  not  be  among  thejirfifuhje^s  of  experiment  *.' 

In  this  paragraph -l^  I  certainly  included  the 
words  no  claim  to  invention  (to  which,  however, 
there  was  a  reference)  from  another  Review,  with 
others  in  yours ;  but,  to  explain  the  degree  of  of- 
fence, 1  lliall  infert  them  feparately. 

CRITICAL  REVIEW,        MONTHLY  REVIEW, 
Vol.  XXXVI.  p.  103.  Vol.  XXXII.  p.  249. 

ti  "WTiTH  respect  to  the  "  He  (Dr. Trotter)  pro- 
exaggerated  panegyric  on  poses  the  inoculation  of  our 
Dr.  Jenner,  we  must  again  seamen  for  the  Cow-pock^ 
repeat,  that  it  was  no  dis-  This  is  one  of  Dr.  Trotter'' s 
covery ;  it  was  at  least  no  notions,  which  has  been 
discoveiy  which  he  could  hastily  adopted^  and  which 
claim ;  a  fact  well  known  is  not  recommended  by  his 
among  milkmen  ;"  he  had  own  experience.  A  plan 
710  claim  to  invention^  &c.        of  general  inoculation  for 

the  Small-pox  would  be  pre- 
ferable at  this  tijjie  (time, 
of  war)  ;  for  our  brave 
seamen  ought  not  to  be 
among  the  first  subjects  of 
experiment.'''' 

*  Monthly  Review,  vol,  XXXII.  p.  249. 
t  Apology,  p.  34, 
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The  inference  I  drew,  if  uncandid,  was  only  fo, 
in  thus  conrrafting  the  language  of  the  two 
Keviews.  *'  How  a  thing  can  be  no  difcoveryj 
(Critical  Review),  and  yet  to  pra6life  it  fhall 
conftitute  xhc  Jirji  experiment  (Monthly  Review), 
requires  explanation  *.'* 

Your  recommendation  of  Inoculation  for  the 
Small-pox,  in  preference  to  that  for  the  Cow- 
pock,  was  precifely  two  years  after  Dr.  Jenner's 
publication.  Had  I  feen,  in  any  fubfequent  Re- 
view, that  you  had  retradled  this  recommendation, 
I  fhould,  with  lingular  pleafure,  have  availed 
myfelf  of  a  circumftance  that  muft  have  proved 
highly  advantageous  to  the  Jennerian  difcovery. 

In  the  "  Apology -j-,"  I  obferved  that  your 
language  had  undergone  a  revolution  ;  but,  as  you 
had  publifhed  your  opinion  in  favour  of  Inocu- 
lation for  the  Small-pox  J,  if  you  are  now  con- 
vinced of  its  impropriety,  it  feems  to  me  a 
juftice  due  to  the  Jennerian  difcovery,  as  well  as 
to  the  community,  that  you  introduce  your  re- 
tradtation  in  the  pages  of  your  invaluable  Work§, 

as 

*  Apology,  p.  34.  f  Page  27. 

+  Vol.  XXXII.  p.  249. 

§  I  have  ever  deemed  it  a  fortunate  event  in  my  early  life, 
that  my  Tutor  took  in  this  Review  j  and  recolleft,  with  plea-= 
fure,  the  avidity  with  which  I  counted  the  days  when  the 
ftage  (liould  arrive  in  the  country  with  this  interefting  per- 
formance, without  which  every  library  is  incomplete.     I  was 

more 
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as  a  proof  of  your  candour  and  teftlmony  to  the 
genius  of  Jenner. 

I  paufe  here,  a  moment,  to  acknowledge  your 
candid  and  liberal  Review  of  my  *'  Hints,"  after 
my  public  oppolition  to  your  fentiments  on 
Variolous  and  Vaccine  Inoculation.  If  I  intro- 
duced any  afperity,  you  have  retaliated  with  mo- 
deration and  politenefs.  If  others  would  adopt 
your  example,  authors  would  be  improved  by 
criticifm,  inflead  of  being  injured  by  invedlive, 
I  prefume,  however,  to  think,  that  you  have  in- 
troduced the  following  refledlions  with  unmerited 
feverity. 

*'  Dr.  Lettfom  has  called  in  the  aid  of  the  en- 
graver, and  has  exhibited  the  facred  cow,  in  a 
vignette  on  his  title-page  ;  with  attributes  better 
fuited  to  the  fiiperftition  of  a  Hindoo,  than  to 
the  notions  of  a  rational  Chrillian  --. 

''  We  are  forry  to  fee  the  Sacred  Cow  again  in- 
troduced. Thinking  as  highly  as  the  warmeft 
friends  of  the  Vaccine  Inoculation  can  do  of  the 
benefits  which  this  practice  confers  on  mankind, 
we  look  to  ANOTHER  obje(51:  of  gratitude  and  ado- 

piore  highly  gratified  when  my  Tutor  was  abfent  on  its  ar- 
rival, that  I  might  fnatch  the  firfl:  fight  of  what  I  eftimated  fo 
highly.  At  this  period,  I  cannot  avoid  looking  forward  to  the 
firit  day  of  every  month,  when  the  renewal  of  pleafure  and 
inflrudion  are  anticipated  with  the  ardour  of  youth. 

*  Monthly  Review,  vol.  XXXVIII.  p.  320.  on  the  Obfer- 
vations  on  the  Cow-pock, 

ration—' 
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ration — to  the  Giver  of  all  good ;  and  we  there- 
fore wifh  that  Dr.  Lettfom  had  not  obtruded  his 
Afiatic  mummery  on  his  readers  in  this  frefti  * 
publication-^." 

The  moft  violent  opponents  of  the  Cow-pock 
had  applied  epithets  againft  its  fource,  calculated 
to  imprefs  the  common  people  with  difgufb  to  the 
practice.  Cow-7nania,  a  hejlial  difeafe,  and  other 
difcouraging  expreffions,  had  been  ufed  by  re- 
fpedlable  authorities  in  England  and  America. 
To  counteradl  infinuations  deduced  from  the  un- 
cleannefs  of  this  domeftic  animal,  I  thought  it 
expedient  to  introduce  a  digreflion  on  the  falu- 
brity  ofits  juices,  and  leffen  popular  difguft  by 
exhibiting  it  as  an  objedl  of  grateful  veneration. 
If  fuch  motives  are  culpable,  I  was  wrong. 
With  refpe6l  to  your  refledlions  in  a  religious 
point  of  view,  perhaps  I  might  retort  upon  your 
own  daily  practice,  in  maintaining  an  idolatrous 
veneration  for  antient  deities,  many  of  whofe  at- 
tributes were  even  difgraceful  to  humanity.  If 
Sunday  and  Monday  were  gratefully  applied  to 
two  grand  luminaries,  Tuefday  and  Wednefday 
were  facred  to  characters  diftinguifhed  for  cruelty 
rather  than  beneficence.  Similar  objecSlions  may 
be  urged   againft  deifying  months  of  the  year  ; 

*  Monthly  Review,  vol.  XL.  p.  144,  on  Hints, 
■f  Only  one  impreffion  was  printed  3   but.  the  Obfervations 
were  publiihed  in  a  diftind  tracSt. 

for. 
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for,  although  January  may  be  contemplated  as 
the  emblem  of  univerfal  peace,  March  would  be 
viewed  only  with  pain  and  horror  ;  and  yet  you 
who  objecSt  to  the  notice  I  have  taken  of  an  animal 
fo  falutary  to  mankind,  fcruple  not  to  deify  in 
cuftomary  language  beings  whofe  adlions  were 
marked  with  blood  and  devaluation  ;  and,  whilft 
you  cenfure  "  Afiatic  mummery,"  pradlife  Eu- 
ropean fuperftition,  originally  introduced  as  an 
a6t  of  piety  or  devotion,  but  which  cannot  be 
defended  by  fuperior  antiquity  or  utility.  An 
Afiatic  might  hence  deduce  thefe  inferences  : 

*'  To  venerate  the  fourcc  of  beneficence,  in  the 
"  Cow,  which  affords  numerous  bleffings,  is  Afiatic 
*^  mummery  ;  but  to  deify  Tuifco,  Woden,  and 
*'  Mars,  the  gods  of  war  and  deftrutftion,  is  Eu- 
*'  ropean  piety :  but  European  piety  is  preferable 
^^  to  Afiatic  mummery ;  therefore  war  and  devaf- 
f*  |:atiop  are  preferable  to  beneficence  !  !" 


TO 
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TO  THE  AUTHORS  OF  THE  BRITISH 
CRITIC. 

IMPRESSED  as  I  am  with  conviaion  that 
your  candour  cannot  admit  of  bias,  it  is,  perhaps, 
unbecoming  to  acknowledge  my  grateful  fenfe  of 
the  favourable  account  you  have  given  of  my 
*'  Hints,"  as  well  as  my  ''  Apology."  Aware, 
as  you  intimate,  "  that  an  inveftigation  of  par- 
ticulars would  appear  invidious,"  you  conclude 
with  declaring  that  my  "  Vindication  appears  to 
you  fufficient  and  fatisfa^tory  *." 

Your  Brother  Reviewers,  however,  fo  far  from 
affenting  to  your  decifion,  being  unable  to  refute 
my  argument,  have  reforted  to  inlinuation  and 
invedlive  in  order  to  injure  private  reputation,  a 
matter  utterly  inconfiftent  with  the  avowed  charadler 
of  any  Literary  Review.  The  fubjedl  they  oppofed, 
and  the  difcuffion  they  courted  and  challenged, 
were  refpe(5ling  Charitable  EftabHfhments,  infti- 
tuted  after  immenfe  expence  and  infinite  labour, 
by  well-meaning  individuals,  with  the  view  of 
chafing  wretchednefs  from  the  world,  but  whom 
they  denominated  "  miftaken  zealots." 

To  difcover  goodnefs  in  others,  is  a  proof  of 
poffefling  goodnefs,  as  it  is  a  proof  of  malignity  in 

*  Britifli  Critic,  vol.  XX.  p.  690. 

any 
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any  to  difcover  nothing  but  malignity,  which  is 
too  much  the  chara6leriftic  of  your  brethren,  at 
leaft  upon  the  important  matter- between  us  (the 
Critical  Reviewers  and  the  Author).  I  am  fenfible 
that  general  cenfure  fcarcely  merited  a  ferious 
anfwer ;  though,  in  the  wantonnefs  of  throwing 
ftoncs  in  the  dark,  fome  random  ones  may  ftrike 
and  wound  an  unoffending  objedl.  To  break 
their  force,  and  make  them  rebound  againft  them- 
felves,  was  my  tafk  ;  how  effedlually  this  was 
done,  you,  with  many  others,  have  teftified, 
and  further  interference  in  this  place  is  not  re- 
quifite  ;  but,  when  a  Literary  Critic  fo  far  de- 
viates from  his  functions  as  to  acknowledge  him- 
felf  a  private  Spy,  and  prove  himfelf  an  interefted 
partizan  and  a  public  calumniator,  the  character 
of  every  other  Reviewer  is  in  fome  meafure  im- 
plicated ;  and  he  who  deferts  his  own  ftation 
forfeits  any  claim  which  he  might  originally  have  ta 
tendernefs  and  delicacy,  and  merits  from  you,  and 
every  liberal  Critic,  a  feverer  and  more  marked  dif- 
approbation  to  remove  the  general  ftigma  which 
might  otherwife  be  attached  to  the  profefiion 
itfelf. 

When  the  fpirit  of  efpionnage  and   detraction 

not  only  pries  into  the  prefent,  but  exhibits  to 

public  calumny  the  antecedent  privacies  of  life, 

and  threatens  the  future  with  poll-obituary  per- 

E  fecution. 
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fecutlon,  fuch  a  feries  of  complicated  injuftice 
is  combined,  as  demands  not  only  your  expoftu- 
lation  and  cenfure,  but  thofe  of  every  Scholar  and 
liberal  Critic. 


F1NI§9 


NtCHnl-S  <?<J^SoK,  Printed, 
Red  Lion  I'aj/^ge,  Flett  i,treet. 
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(.    BRITISH  CRITIC,  vol.  XXII.  page  573.  ON 
THE  <^  APPEAL." 

"  AS  on  the  occafion  of  Dr.  Lettfom's  former 
vindication  of  himfelf,  (''  Apology,")  we  de- 
clared our  opinion,  that  it  was  fufficient  and  fatif- 
faftory.  "We  have  nothing  to  fay  of  the  prefent, 
but  that  it  appears  to  us  fuperfluous.  He  deferved, 
we  think,  very  different  treatment  from  that  which 
he  has  experienced;  and  we  are  far  from  being 
difpofed  to  defend  or  palliate  the  conduft  of  which 
he  complains,  and  which,  no  doubt,  the  pub- 
lic SEVERELY  CONDEMNS." 


^,  MEDICAL  AND  CHIRURGICAL  REVIEW, 
No.  LVI.  Sept.  1803.  vol.  X.  page  163. 

"  IT  hardly  falls  within  our  province,  to  notice 
works  of  merely  a  controverfial  nature,  except  fo 
far  as  they  involve  queflions  of  fcience,  which  can 
fcarcely  be  faid  of  the  pamphlet  before  us.  In 
his  "  Apology,"  (noticed  in  our  laft,)  the  author, 
with  becoming  fpirit,  but  in  calm  and  temperate 
language,  vindicated  himfelf  from  afperfions  of  a 
very  illiberal  kind,  which  had  been  made  on  him 
by  the  authors  of  the  Critical  Review.  In  their 
review  of  the  "Appeal"  they  have  again  returned 
to  the  charge,  but  in  a  manner  wholly  unjufiifiable 
in  literary  warfare;  the  attack  has  been  in  the 
E  1  highefi 
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'higheft -degree  ^erjonal  and  illiberal:,  as  it  will  be 
felt  to  be  unfounded  by  all  thofe  to  whom  the 
author's  charafter  is  known.  It  has  been  repelled, 
however,   with  effe^Sb,  and  to  the  disgrace  of 

THE  A  ITT  H  OR  S." 


J.  From  the  CRITICAL  REVIEW,  vol.  XXXVIII. 
(new  feriesj)  page  123- 

'^  VERILYj  the  fpirit  is  a  violent  fpirit,   and 
waxeth  warm  on  the  moft  infignificant  occafions ! 

The  dog  days,  too,  approach  !  ■ Bonaparte 

threatens,  and  Dr.  Lettfom  already  dartshis  light- 
nings, the  harbingers  of  dreadful  devaflation  !  — 
V7hat  warm  work  will  enfue  !  prefles  will  groan, 
and  cannons  rattle  !  the  meek  fpirit  that  fllould 
offer  the  other  cheek  alfo,  muft  fhrink  appalled. 
We  mufl  arm  ourfelves :  but  our  panoply  Ihiall  be 
good-humour,  for  we  will  not  be  angry  in  turn. 
We  adopt  this,  plan  from  recoUeding  a  paffage  in 
a  non-conformift's  fermon  very  early  in  the  laft 
century.  He  was  obferving  that  Michael  did  not 
anfwer  his  antagonift's  railing,  —  and  why,  my 
brethren,  did  he  fo  ?  He  knew  that  the  Devil 
would  be  too  hard  for  him." 
This  curious  morfel  of  criticifm  is  fo  much 
above  my  comprehenfion  -,  or  fo  much  beneath  my 
notice,  as  to  induce  me  to  leave  it  to  the  Reader's 
own  reflexion. 

This 
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'^  *  This  rubfequent  criticifm  on  ihe  "  Appeal," 
Critical  Review,  vol.  XXXVIII.  page  359.  I  ihall 
endeavour  to  elucidate  by  remarks  printed  in 
Italics'  PLACED  WITHIN  jparentheses. 

"  Claudite  jam  rivos  —  sat  prata  biberurit." 

{Now  stop  your  censures  —  they  are  too  severe. 
Enough  zoe  have  had  — and  more  we  cannot  bear. J 

"  The    controverfy   is   become    too   perfonal 

(which  we  wantonly  commenced),  and  no  longer 
conneded  with  fcience,  (although  profejfedly  in  de- 
fence of  a  chara^er  to  whom  fcience  is  the  moft  in- 
debted). We  are  well  pleafed  to  let  Dr.  Lettfom 
have  the  lafl  word,  (being  unable  to  anfwer  him). 
We  will  part,  however,  in  good  humour,  (cafii- 
gation  having  produced  a  corre5live  revolution).  We 
think  he  treated  us  too  difrefpeftfully,  (in  not fub- 
mitting  to  our  di^atorial  decifions),  and  left  him- 
felf  open  to  a  little  feverity,  (which  induced  us  to 
return  perfonal  iufult)  ;  but  the  hefbic  is  paft, 
(owing  to  his  falutary  froceffes).  There  is  a  mo- 
ment when  the  importance  of  every  trifling  dif- 
ference is  loft,  (efpecially  when  we  can  no  longer 
fupport  our  affertions),  and  that  moment  is  arrived, 
(for  his  arguments  are  invincible).  Like  greater 
difputants,  each  will  retain  his  own  opinion,  (frcr/i 
the  dif grace  of  retra5lation  and  fubmiffion )  ;  but  for 
ourfelves  we  will  retain  our  own  (which  we  will 
not  explain^  as  they  have  changed  with  every  new 
moon)^  without  malice  or  rancour,  (Credat  Judcetis 

Ap^imy 


-   CONCLUSION  of  thfe.'OO^TROVERST. 

"WHEN  the  unprovoked  mariner,  in  which 
charadler  was  attacked,  and  the  unwarrantable 
language  adopted  by  the  Critical  Reviewers  are 
confidered,  their  apology  can  fcarcely  be  deemed 
adequate  to  remove  the  unfavourable  impreflion 
which  thofe  charges  mud  have  made  upon  the 
reader,  who  might  not  have  feen  the  arguments, 
by  which  they  have  been  completely  repelled  i  or, 
the  fafts  which  have  falfified  their  vagUe  and  uri- 
fo^atided  affcrtions.  I  have,  however,  ha,d  the 
fatisfa<ftion  of  experiencing  the  approbation  of 
many  friends,  and  the  acknowledgments  of  indi- 
viduals unknown,  for  having  vindicated  the  inde- 
pendence of  Literature,  againft  literary  defpotifm,  a.. 
^which  will  ever  be  gratefully  acknowledged  by 

"^  ^  JOHN  COAKLEY  LETTSOM. 


FINIS. 


